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i ALL IRFORMATI oN cowrum

SUBILCT "nv1ATIONS WITIH CIA - HEREIN IS UNCLA*S&FLED : ' el pec
EXCEPT WHERE SHOWN - Sohw £ ﬁncaq/ 8/-»7/’8’0
OTHERW1SE . .
’ Reference is nade to my lettors dqted uqrch 2 and
Mareh 5, 187G, 1In my lctter of March 3, 1870, tated "it

is 1uportant to‘empnarmze that the Burcau c¢aon also produce
an cxtensive list of justiiied mriecvances.'". IL is my under-
standing thot the Sireaisy degired thal tﬂld lisv be identificd,

'._J

v

Encloned herevith is o 1ist of spproximately 73 items.ny

4o

This list should not e consgiderced duroluto1v co.%$ ot e,
Prepasation wrs predicnted on ny personal recollection and no ;

(ll-\a (RS

f review ol Duveau records,  To nalke this list more LCHN)lv;r cad

[y 3
specilically cecurate would ncecumitute the review of tbﬂu&ﬂn..
of files. Tho encleosed 1list can be supported by Burcau recoxds.

Wiier U4 reluadin £elllh Uh LHE 5000 1LCHS LS WMRNG i, 1L
also must be ent in mind in coxw: tion with our cvaluaticn
of the alleged CIA grievances which I previously listoed, 2

I renlize thot it is presumntuous on ny pari. but
t . Y

{3f the Divector feels that our Duresu vork can benefit by o
gpersvn 1 discussion befncon the Dirzctor and myiclt, I am
ravailoeblic until April 3, 1970. X plan to leave the area-
sdmmediately thereaiter for an extended period,
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t © WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505 B ‘ ' ﬁ
< TUOFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR ~~ ' it
Lt e K BlAeTeD R e - 20 Mar.Ch..197v.0..
KO Vlsje | | S _
The Honorable.J.  Edgar Hoover. '
Director
Federal Bureau cf Investigation
Washington, D.C,
a

Dear Mr, Hoover:

_ We bave completed cur review of domestic positive intelligence
‘collection engendered by your letter of 11 Max ch 1970, We warmly
welcome purlochc recexamination by our two 1ﬂenc1es of the implemen-

Tarion 1 the 1900 agreciueite aud tie cullcviion ui positive inteiligence

which you proposed. I concur alsc with your comments that there is

a need for clese coordination of our cfforts in the field of positive and
- counterintelligence cellection, To be most effective, I agree that it

}) is essential for this Agency, tcgether with your Bureau, to conduct a
ntinuing analysis oi clandestine collection activity, The product is

of growing importance to the national security and to the United States

Intelligence Cormmunity, Therefore we endorse your pTOposal for a

reexamination and bespeak your desires as to how this might be

' conducted.

E . Wlth regard to the 1966 set of ground rules, which you sent to %7

C o the then Director, Vice Admiral William ¥. Raborn, Jr., the corrpe- £
e ytent work of cur respective representatives did, in fact, produce an /

reffective and realistic agreement. I welcome your statement that no
‘major problems have been encountered since its adoption.

e e et

I feel strongly that there arc other related subjects, of similar
{importance to the national security, which warrant periodic reexamina-
"tion since they have a direct bearing on domestic clandestine coli c:w}m*q
of positive intelligence. : REC 8 SO EREGRT T

P
HAR 20 1970,

1

o i i
/ . ) i 1
i. j ‘ S{GQ"I : fExelute? 533 cutomatie

) N . N ’ r‘""""“!ﬂ’«::-"‘ A
L [ ) B
‘v ’lq
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- As a result of our review, engendered by your letter, I believe
“that the following subjects axre deserving of your personal consideration:

ot

s e el A Gats tovidrage! “Andio coverdge provides timely |
' intelligence of inestimable worth to U.S. officials for

policy planning, early warning and accurate guidance

necessary for the 1mprovement -of operational and collec-

| tion activity here and abroad. Audio coverage is unique

Cesing o) production because. it-is-rea dlly sub;ect to-local cross=..

checking and evaluation which is far more difficult and

costly to achieve abroad. Further, such coverage is on

.. gargets which affect directly the national interests.

" For several years your Bureau had been recep-
tive 'to requirements and leads which resulted in valuable
coverage. The quality of your production proved that

your Burcau alonc possescsis capabilitics and cxperisnce
which cannot be duplicated by any other U.S. agency.

On 2 October 1969 two related requests for audio «
coverage were submitted by this Agency pertaining to
p051t1ve intelligence targets, one of whonq had KGB connec- !

(I refer to the case of EHEETHIITETvand CEBERIER
W TR, ) Your Bureau rephed that hencciorth the

Ag
General for approval,

It is suggested that the question of audio coverage
be.reopened between representatives of your Burcau and
this Agency. I would welcome your thoughts and observa-
tions on this subject. : o : B

I wish to assure you'that I believe that this sensitive
type of collection should be implemented under rigid and
stringent controls. This is absolutely necessary in order to
maintain the highest standard of security both in instituting
the coverage and for the exploitation of the product. (An
excellent example of this is demonstrated in your effective
and secure production O£ECOPE',£B)

\,}' o . 2

SECRET
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. G 2) T Mail Coveérape, -Atriother much needed intelli~ - -
EACER SR '-.--gen’cfoftool is mail coverage.. -Its.importance has been .. |
proven in the past. I have the impression that it has
15een discontinusd, and I'would suggest that our représen-
tatives should confer and examine together whether this
assct might be deployed against cornmunications of the
.,.,___)ég.vi.‘_et Bl.‘?%l > New Left, and identified foreign agents. .
. Pe LN -"» ? . ) ' BRI .'."\ M )."-‘.-.‘_'-: -t '_,"..' . -.'.< . " j".: ! _'f" '_. S
(3) €

E]

. R i

IA Technical Services. A significant expendi-
L c turce of this Agency's money and personnel has been com-
S ~ }mitted fo research and development for the imprbvement

' of technical aids. This Agency has provided-your Bureau
witli an appreciztion of our resources and capabilities, and
phisticated

PO oy 2 BoGeideta el 2 55
3 SA et SR N B AL AEins W

O

AlthouTh we
any suggestions from your Bureau for improvement in the
technical field including proposals how these assets can be
. . ibetter employed. Your comments will be particularly

N appreciated in view of our mutual interests in implementing
Operationf:: -

(4) Céurses in Positive Intelligence Requirements and
Reporting, Since the collection and reporting of positive
forcign intelligence is, as you say, only incidental to your
‘main internal security and counterintelligence responsibili-
ties, I realize that your personnel are somewhat at a dis-
advantage in carrying out the evaluating and reporting

o . processes necessary for the conduct of positive intelligence.
o At our 1966 conference we offered to institute positive intel-
' ligence training courses, including reports writing and

v v | N 7?{6;0 /NZ&«/_;G“;;V aw 2 . . /

3 ‘

i
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' "analysm, ‘for FBI personne1 . In soliciting your views on R
..} the.desirability. of this type of training, I wish to re1terate R

our willingness to prov1de such instruction. It would be

__'de51gned to expose the needs of the Intelligence Commumty

in depth, thus making the Current Intelligence Reporting

List (CIRL) more meaningful to your personnel. _ .

£ (8) ¥ Sominars on Opposition Services. Given the' = ¥ TG

growing sophistication a and increased capabilities of hostile

intelligence services, it is suggested that CIA and FBI
experts in this field meet as required at our respective

| Headquarters, the Washington and New York Field Offices,

in order to keep abreast of new developments, modus
operandi, operational tasks, and diverse missions of
opposition services. I know that you will agree with me -
that no opportunities for improvement should be over- '

1ankad whinkh might help 40 neacate the effarts of hostile
‘services who are char oed with undermining the security

" of the United States. These sessions should also provide

" -an opportunity to explore and devise new means o pene-

trate and neutralize these inimical forces,

. i ) . . )

"{6) Live Bloc Sources. The record of our coopera-
tion and coordination to exploit live penetrations and defec-
tors from Bloc sources proves the success of our mutual

. ef{ort.

" I believe that there is room for substantial improve-
ment in achieving a more uniform and efficient exploitation
of the positive intelligence potential of certain of these

Sensitive sources. "~ I would invite your thoughts on how we

may better coordinate requirements for these sources and

establish a more thorough evaluation of their positive
intelligence production before it is given general dissemina-

| tion within the Government. Our review would sucgest that

there are good reasons for consultation to explore the

development of higher quality live sources, for example

&

.‘4
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(7) Live Sources in the Non-Bloc Area.. So{n‘é'es
such as d diplomats are a fertile field for -
procurement of mich-needed 1n‘%1]1gence relatlncr to the
 lactivities of certain Latin American and Middle Eastern

|countries which are e*<panchn<T then* sibvérsive and '

Jterrorist activities; -even to the. Unlted States.. I do not.
feel confident that both agencies have adequately exploited
the full potential of this field, and would urge that this

sub_]ect be explo*ed by our 1espect1ve representauves.

.
I
§i
]
W
i
35
H
&
§
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(8) New Left and Rac1a1 Maﬁers. Tnere is already :
a substantial exchange of information in this field. Limi= : .
tations of manpower raise a serious question as-to whether '
both agencies can keep pace with future unpredictable
developments. The increasingly c}ose connection between
these forces in the United States and hostile elements
abroad has been well established by both of our agencies.

I feel it would be in our mutual interest to determine how

L VR e e A 3t

En ot

v fE L

we can best cnplov more wisely oul Tiinited Tmanpowey,
knowing that this problem, which embraces bombings,

hijacking, assas sination, and the demeaning of law enforce-
ment officers, is international in scope. '

"(9) Relations with Domestic Field Offices and Legal
Attaches. I do not feel that there are any serious conflicts
in this area but there may be room. for improving the quality
of liaison in order to expand positive intelligence collection,

~ | Given the changing situations both here and abroad, periodic
' re-examination of field relations could assist both agencies
to make mutually-agreed adjustments.

1L b S s o2 vy - v 35 ED TR PN BRI AL Foo

1 iren s 0

¢

e s s A b 141 81

Mz, Hoover, I wish to assure you that I value highly your personal
Judgnlent in affairs bearing on the national security. I know that your
experience is derived from a unique lifetime of dedicated service to our
country. In this spirit,” I welcome sincerely your observations on the
foregoing agenda and solicit your thoughts regarding any other item
which you deem worthy of the attention of your Bureau and this Agency.

(s

Faithfully yours,

l [ ] - . ~
B - Richard Helms ' .
' -Director

s
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CEHTP.L INTOLLIGINCE A Y (CIA)
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(1) IOCASE (TI"" RORIS LORNCS CASE)

tive Sovi ct-edplonuue c
. nd termincted for the. most e
CmerpARt in 18570 The éa g6 "hnd Many wide” fordira’ 510 6 EE R
cations and historically has been, and uﬂucuo;cd;y
will be, one of the most innortant and involved cases
of Sov1ct oreraticns in this countr" and abroad., Ve
did not dissecniinate anv information of significance
in this case until 1 On various ocecasions when -
the Litison Agent ha oecome involved in heated argu-

This wng o senci
~
A

which originated in 1848

ments with CIA OIflClQi s, they have seen fit to raise
this case as an outstanding example of FBI failure to
cooperate with the Agency. The pbaition taken by CIA
was that it uLou'id have bLeen advised regardine the

Soviet operational activity in foreign countries, -
cloining that the fLgeney vould have had the opportunity
to develon more 1nzormutlou of significance, identify
Soviet &y 1ts, and pos Sibly prepare conditions for
. recru.itnenc or dﬁzblln . 0% Soviet operatives., Ve did
'not dissenminate our reﬁorts to CIA because of the
‘extrenme sensitivity of the case. We actuaily did not

‘permit CIA to hondle any ;nvest1uutlors relating to
lthe LOCASE until 1557,

3

In 1557, CIA complained that it certainly had

every right to nave raceived the information earlier ‘
because many agspects of the lICCASH pertained to CIA - :
employces and onerations, CIA further argued that it

had been greatly handicnpped in effectlvoly carrying out

the’ leads in 1857 because the leads were given to the

Agcncy at the same time that the case vwas publicized,

"The Agency argucd-that the fallure of the Burezu to

coordinate with CIA those French aspects of the case

pernitted the French, rother than the U. S., to play a
‘domlnatzn, rcle in Europe. '

. Aeesse (ed 50~ 1836
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' "How much information CIA has developed over =
the yvears concorning our operational activity in » -
. Mexico City is unknown, However, we should bear-in ‘ : _
ﬁ»w,ﬂ?*rtwwmiﬁdﬁthat’fdrmerfSpeciﬁlﬂﬁgéﬁt‘Géofgekmuﬁiﬁfgﬁhdléd”TWV“ﬁ*”s%5“ﬁ?“
v many of our operaticus in Hoxico, includin® hey inicr-
‘mants, ‘and subsequently bégon performingservices for
: CIA after be lcft the Burezu, We also should not
forget that Americans operating in Latia American
countrics For one agency are heavily exposed to the
e Xegources. of, anothar A, S intelligence. or.investigative i uiwimaid
agency., This Agent knows from perconal experience thot §
operating in these areas constitutes a "very small vorld" ,
and the exposure to lezks and errors is considerable, R

N

(3) THE ABEL CASH

s . ’ ’ . ¢

X : Althousth CIA hias nol raised the point for - ;
‘ several vears, the preval attitude was, and probakly = |/
still cxists, that the @3 d not play 'it square with T
cra i, A T molking cartain thnt the - o
Agency was given the proper recognition for its contri- " i
fbutions. CIA fcels that in the {irst place, there would
‘not have been any U, S, access or availability to the
source in this cuose, Reino Hayhanen, because CIA took

the full resgponsibility for moving Hayhanen from France
tto the U, S, in 1857. CIA claims it took the risk and
‘responsibility of doing this after the Burcau declined
.to become involved in any operation designed to transport
‘Havhanen te the U, S, It should be noted that Havhanen
iwvas an alccholic and thot his first contacts with CIA-
dn Paris raised questions concerning Hayhanen's mental
Istability.. '

e Gkt oo it on
v ERALONE LEe DU D

4 i3

Lo

, After Hayhanen acrrived in the U, S., we
.arranged access to him for a perilod, the purpose of
which was to obtzin a complete story of his inteliie
-gence activitics in the U, S, and we were particularly
interested in identifying all of his associates, es-
pecially the man vho later was identified as Rudolph
Abel, After a short handling period in the U. S., we
dropped Hayhanen because he becamne a problea, It was
an cxtremcly critical situation because we had not yet
lidentified Abel, CIA agreed to take the responsibility
}for the carrying and safeguarding of Hayhznen but we

TN ' o !
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countries with far better. impressions than in. the
past. In addition, we have lesrned more about these

. @uvcouutr*cs, their scrvlcﬁ", and their. sccu*lty chiefs. .. . ...
“By -spendiang = few minutes with them., "Headless to. ‘say,

this king _oi t:cr tment h!s aluo inmeagurably helpédvx
our Legal At ac : : -

(7) CL;?)E KI‘CI'%)Z{ L‘f‘.EST II SOVILT ESPIG”:".GE I\CTE JI ¥

coie T e

R R REJERH - R e e
; - Im 1885, theﬁﬁutchvlnternal Security Servicq]@p
: as in e process ol investigating individuals in o v
[HollandpWho allezedly hiad been engaged in Soviet-cspionare
act1v1 Y. TﬁeC@utc; vanted to hove certaingindividuals
‘in the U, S. interviewed and approached @IA .0 make
Adnquiry at the ”ureau. At that time, our relatious
with the[RDutchM®iad been practically nenexistenrt because

t

ithe @utcl ad fal ed to honestly deal with us in the
‘case of | ficinl who hac been

clandestinely colilectiny iptellfrence at the liational
Security Ageney. When[éIA ADDEO :c&cd ug, we told

(ghn AgencAMhat the(DutciiRpould submit uhQLr reaue

hrough d*u*i“&ﬁlc channels. Ve subscaucontly tol CL{]éip‘

we would not handle the interviews for the[Butch.{9Ve

stuck to our positicn. ECIA surrendered bu elt that

we vere impairing their efforts to gather inf ornwtlon
iconcerning Sov1e*-esplo ge activities in Burop

3 Zeonls
° bY ) 3
(hulbnf G Krivitsky Dkllle - 100=~ 11140)

(8) COLSHEL JOIIT GROMBACH (BAT O'LU{ BH) /f

Colonel Tohn Grombach was o retired U. S. s
Arny officer wiho, during World War Ii, established a
private intelligence network, operating throughout the
wvorld but prinarily iz Zurope, His sources included
any number of Luropecan exiles who came to the U, S.
While he was in business, he was financed by the State
Department, then -the Department of the Army, znd in the
later 1940's and into the 1930's by CIA. Grombach
established contact with the Bureau throush one of
his subordinates, Pat O'Brien, who periodically called

y -

SECRET

- 7 -
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CF THE

TAAYEEN R YA B DAY
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(Herbert Hoover

Commission - 1954)

Comnis

In Octoher
sion initiated o
the leadsrshipof Gen

we were advised by

that

talk within the
the nanes to the

to officially

Senater Jossph
list of CIA ecmnloyees
" CIA becane cognizant of
Agency
Senator,

uumi t

? i 1’1
"C\.».A,}

o

1984, o tr

4""1

force of the captioned
aurvey of CIA'skoperafi01
ieral liark W.
representative of the task f
hy had furnished the gro
were censidered
dovelopnent

that the Bureau had
When the
informally appreached on this, he flatly
its chearges,

Cla.& EX 'Y

Lizaison Ag

" The Age

What infermatien CIA may have had on this

pertained to the Bureau is not known,
attitude was strictly predlc“tej cn & kno
liaizon with the Senator!

the Agency'!

that we nmaintoined

(Relations with CIA, Bufile - 62
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.(11) BURFRAU OPIZRATIONS IN CUSA
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During the 195G6's, we gdve our Legal Attdches
nuuerou Ic wds slomnming ;;ot'iﬁucrnﬂl gecurity coses in
the U, .8 In many instances we did not see fit to
notify CIu althoush the Agency alwaye mazintained that
you couid not so 1

1nuw1;1r“nce,“

'S;'w“rrahaed advigdng OIay
Agency to handile the lend, In the
it la not believed that there'is
wint since we have rezularly been
niug ﬁubject ol cases vwho tra "e;
al Agttache is investigating, CIA is
o avoid duplicate eftfortz. There
15 where we have token the position

.at least ask
lu.c;l.; .::GVL. *'11 -
any basis for comy
notifying CIA
abroad. Ii the Leg
notified in corder
have been excentio:n

that CIA should not be notified because ¢f the gensitivity

of the matier How many such excepticns are known to
Ci4 cannot be established Irom our files' ho“ ver we

SHUULG wear iu H.!.:.u Vil o Welitdal GUr :.u_,,,,u..s. num,bu\, RV G B
tigate, tuey contd many of the some foreign OillC*wlo

normally centacted b“ CiA, How many of thege foveign
officials ,re CIA indormunts,or on the Agency payroll,

_is unknowin.

ated ermants in Cuba when we‘hhd a
Legzl Attache's QOifice Havansa,  Informants renorted
on activities of communists and other subversives in
~that country,. “L5*4L the period we operated these
informants, we did rot coordinnte ocur opera tlnhggﬁlth
CIA, Ve dxd not advise the d{crry that we had such
sourccs iowever, in 18380, ufter Castiro . came on the

Ve opera

@ DH:

in a securc nanner, ‘
informants over to ClA What these informaents moy have
subgeguently told CIA about past Bureau operations is

. scene, 1t becane 1n;e—c*b e to handle certain informants
e

unknown, This item is being cited in the event CIA had

evidence to cstablish that we had been oaerat;on“l in
Cuba and had n coordinated with  the A"ency pursuant

- to Directives S Menmorandum Donshoe to Belwont V“OL“L& v 5,
1960, re: "Partido Socialiszta Popular,” 6%~200~210 2877

~and femoranuom Frohbese to eimont, February 3, 1900 re: .
134 5) | -
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was ‘being touted as a Presidentinl

ashed for the ident

¢ the Agency thnot
' because he did not
This case is being
that we hod TC“u
nated puraunnt
further aceravated

of the infornation
May 1, 1849, re:
Ric de¢ Janeiro,” &
Belmont, lay 25, 1
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(13) BGRDER COVER

WAGH

In Jun
problem concerai n:
on the Kexican bor

inside lexico. Th

which migiit arise
develop informants
Bureau, It was PO

come in contact
for recruitment,
in order to protec
valuable, trusted,
continue to be uti
Our policy was
the [’s"'l.L CYe ¢
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‘v
v
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ich I bﬂlieve

Mg lae
AT OM ~S£_,L,L2-.; v
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informant v
a @razilian
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told

and we

wigh that his identity be disgclosed.
cited. becnusg U*A nay have evidance

[
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tives, “no
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)ne.cd ot coordie
the n“vtcr was

beezuge of the “l1c zed unrelizbility.

1
PS it

111
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1087, our

der,

Phoenix
the Burcau s handling

randun Ro%cn,to Belinont,
I, Friedman, Lega

and (Glemorandum Roach to
"Beoviet-Satellite Activities =~

i Attache,

Office presented a
of informants:

Thege infornants were ope erating

e problem was predicatcd or situaticns

ags the result
vho alrendy

of CIA's endeav
were beinz handled by the

ors to

inted out that CIA logically could

It was recommended and approved that

t our
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as

“Roach to Belmont, dJune 14, 1C37, re'Commur

160-356015.1238) " ’ | o

- gheniad he infm«wed'nnnéﬁvniwv fhﬂ*iﬂﬂhl@ u'nnt
of

N

c‘ i

7 How much CIA learned dbout iy border: covcragQ:

is not known,  Again, it 's pointed out that former

~ Bureau Ag:lu George Munré#%&y have been Lhuowleds G¢ ie.

- As indieataed, he-later b¥yan performing services for & ..
Cid, If CIA learned that Ve were ODG?"'Hﬁ lﬂfQTL*nun
-in Mexico, it could use such information as additional
evidence oi Bureau failure to cooneri and coordinnte
with the Agency pursesanit (o Hi?qut;vcoﬁ (H morandun

o
‘M r

e
ist Coverage
AN .

Hlong  the .l L bhoy

zican Bogder,. Re;gt-o“b MRLLL G

une 16=1%

In May, 1957, he Buy 's double Agengs in the
captioncd case was advise y[:ig Sogiet contactpChat he
was te ha:ﬁsh meeting 11 Switzerlan uring the poeriod

(8] -

raveal

h957. A quebblu. u.ObQ a8 to vheth ;?QCIA

to C vitmeria “"33) It was recomnende
noet navise Cii, :

Bot e

and %p*vove

contact withftur double agent one point, The Agency

may have had Turther contact thout our knowledre, _The
Agepn" may. have also picked up the contaet with the DAV10€I$
in [Switzerland. [$Fhe chge is being hiphlighted since we
cannot exclud - the posszibility thot the Agency hag vidence:
to demonsira : that vwe were operational ﬁn Eyr ;,ﬁfmz ve

k]

did not coordinate with the Agency. ((Memorondunm Bronican
to Delmont, June 10, 1957, re; [(CARFORT," 10525453 -1855) 18)

‘What is important Eege is that CIA estoblished
(A

~

CIA REQUESTS FOR L aBAU L:"TUQ ON C "YIEI M IN THE U, S,

On Scptémber 25, 1958, CIA inquired if ¥, C,
Sullivan could give 2 lecture on the communist movement
in the U, 8. It was recomucnded that Sullivan give the
lecture. - Such lectures were being afforded in other parts
of the Government. The Director made the notation "We
cannot malke Sullivan available to this outfit," The
Agency accepted this as an affront and a blatant refuszal

SECRET , » a;
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T e Neb o e T A
Lot e ‘- A B DEN X e ~,‘
"to cooperateion-a mogt important subicct of inteovest o T

to both. agencies,  (ilemorandum Sullivan -to Belmont,
Ccioher 1, 19838, re: "TCQUC”* for Lecture on Communl Ah Y

(16)

(17)7HEn

CﬁSE cr

: @ﬁﬁlut?“'gﬁVL o %ng'bUrﬂmu Thu't e
5D a C A employee in Moscow, had been
3 with a Boviet girl., According : -
mllegedlv had furnished infnrmqtiun

invoi
to our ,ovruc,

-

to the ¥ "icu girl, Ve checked with the State Denarime

nd CIa and we confirned thuat EEEER hod besn involived
an affair and that he had been recalled, Accorging to
Cif ond Scéve Deprrtuent, there was no indiention that
8 za bean 1nv01"°d'in any espiecnage agoinst the ' ‘ o
Ue 3. CIA gave consideration to requenting the Bureanu i
to identify its scures apnd thea chianged its mind.

ZILR . 1
Whether CIA .as weunented thiz o8 an instance vhere ;
the Buresu foiled to cooperate by nai volunteerinz the

source is a maitor of COﬁ*"cturc but, it is o came that :

should be kept in mind, (Bufile -

In April, 1983, we becam2 involved with CIA in
that Agency's PL‘OTtﬁ to co;l t sensitive information
relating toE::::::]G*vornge hteatioas to conduct
espionage E 3 Ciﬁ had access to a sensitive
source, & who yas in a position to make -~
av allaui@_hl focuments, On_April . l11l,

1663, CIA \2¢ us that our Légal Attache inif?ﬂad
‘locally con Lactcd CI& councerning this matter, CIA Hende

quarters was highly distuvbed because its office in{:€_1)
had not been cut in on this operation and the Agency wanted

“to be infornmed regarding the nature and the extent of our

disseminaticn of CIA informatiog'to cur Legal Attache., Ve

- 12 -
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dcterrvned

¥l rem 'f'< 5 % ori "Buyent T
Hez dqunrtc:s. Tais rnﬁter is be;ng hl‘d“AhﬂtOd hecause
it vagsa vitally imporiant onsrotion to CIA and. the Agancy.
had_received ind*cpti;ps that xniosn&txcn had been 1nancd
‘to Y e have 'no evidende or rémson tél
beTicve tnat the Legal Aitache Office ever involved itself
in any such lezk, Howvever, we should not. under anv cir-
.cumstonces, 4dis ¢ the fact that CIA
‘ as. &d@%QQ§GS,tQ.&? zat
b dve 4lwivs had aa o T cap
bitaty of tapding phones and ingtalling mucropﬁonbd in
JSuch ¢overage on U, 8, officials, ineluding their
rcsidences, chould never be excluded, The information we
hed convered to gur eﬂ“lvnTchne possibly may have been

acquired by the hrough clandestine coverage. CIA
posv*oly cculd charge us with hzndling thelr sengitive
information in ap iusooure manner by tr 1itt1ng it to
[:“EV theout conferxing with the,Agency.

v ‘ ITn /‘_‘t_\."\r"‘-‘t‘_\‘g“_'}f‘—?‘.‘ ;.“’1 ""1 .’2.1‘!(‘?9'3;: espionage -
‘activity in *Hc U. S., CiAi bhas never been Satisfied with
the efforis made by the Burezu, Tice Agency possibly could
take the oss:"*rn that 2 looked lightiy ot the allegations
and did not pursue & mz er which, in ti eves, merited
a nore aggressive appyroich, (Bufile - 4§ )

* _ Tor some time, CIA has held tp,a position that .
the s penetrated by .
the The Agency has pointed out that if the[j::::jﬂdi)
are collecting sensitive_inforngticn in the .U, S., th
product is ending up in In Januar 1964, we
reviewed the status of our investizaticn of ntele

. ligence activities in the U, S, The Dircctor COamented
"y think this whole thing hag been imagina -

of CIA vhich
I would szt~
restrictions

by not LCTﬁlt

(Dufile -

DocId: 32169180 Page

has becn niayed s a sucker b
o more L*Me on it at least
are "emcvea.

itive socource woull. be
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“fron CIA. We did not obtain cien r“vce from CIA for
“the inclusion of this information in-our-monogry e~ -

Clénrance approval was not obitained oncxuoo of the

Loargency. of thie decunent Cln vas irriiated bechute

‘1t consic
third-ag

‘a plago such as(Guatemala CLty

deyed our 'n0110n & digtinet violstion of the
ency: rule, The nqency_never made any. protes t_ -

BURNAU_INCORMANTS IN [GusTziariYs)

B

-_»..;,._P_. ‘-

th 'i9 €6 ANa 1987 ,""'*':fé'i:e*é“biﬁsari‘tin informant

in @L".to.u r%}ﬁ.i the inception of our operationdl acw
tivity, CIA was not informed, . In one case, Ve finally

were able to effect the nocessary arranzements with CIA
whereby the Bureau would he peraltted to run the informant
in @1;2.1,&:::;3%)131 the second instance v'e establicshed an
sgreement with CIA in Oclober, 1967, tﬁ we could Coile
tinue ha dlipﬂ an in? sznt in lGuatennia 31 +h the undeiy-—
gtanding that the Bursau goe ut on the occasicp of cach
visit, would cceanler w;ant;mzlpcal Cik officg political
informaticn collecied from the informant. These two cises
hag all the nmakings ol & con¥lict, CLA wase unaer e
definite imnression that we had been runnln: these
1n10rtazbm before we nad finally coordinated with then.

It iz true that fthe CIa Chiei '1@§rtczg1& fas mueh
incensed but no issue was naae TA Headguaxrters and
theraticr vas put to rest. ‘ ) :

=)
)
2o

o

.concrete evidence that

earing in mind that in

it would not be difficult

for 2 CIA intelligence officdt to spot an raT Agenu in

contact wxunc;uaccmaxans:KDOur notf?%1&L vuilnerability is
- b

Y., !
tham We were operating in (G o thout coordinating

CIA moy have develop
we were onerwt*nﬂ infGuatemnals

| The information em2nating from the captlor 3]
sengitive Burcau operation has been diss seminated to CIA
and other agencies for saveral years. The sensitive
source has traveled abroad numerous times znd his trips

DocId: 32169180 Page 17
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v. - (25) ESTABLISHIENT OF RURZAU LIAISON WITH
' [DU?C& INTZRHAL SECURITY SERVICH(= 1930

L™
-t

In_Jdanuary, 1960, our Legal Attzche, Bonn,
travelcc to Hoila or ton purpose_oi exploring arrange-

nents liaison wit appropriate (Dutchliuthorities, The
U. S, hnuass dor raised questions,

_ S ¥roinging out +hh2 over
i the ycars, all relaticns_yith the(Dd xtcdﬁﬁu chorities %
’ been handled through CIA He indrcated that Lefore Lhere
was any change in procedure, it would be necesss ary 1or
CIA and FBI to come to _cmc form of an agreenent. llcn
Dulles subsequently expressed disappox;tneaz in that higz
Agency had net been contacted by the Burean prlor to ,
‘exploring the liasison arrangenent, We eventuslly conferred
- with CIA and came to an agreement satisfactory to all
parties coancerned, '

v : " Agein, CIA could cite this as zn instance where
- . we failed to coordinate with the Agency in line with

National. Security Council Mirgetives. (Hemoarsndom Frohhase

to Belmont, larch 3, 1G80, re: “Lewal Attache QOpera

~ 4
Norway, i :@mmark, Sweden, and the neuherlﬁmagg" 686~1C0

o In the latter 1&1
establishing a Leral Attac

a . Deamark, The
purpogse of the assignment

reau leads in

id not inform
;¢ to Belmont,

icns, The

- Denmark, Norway, Sweden,

* CIA of our inteations,
“January 14, 1950, re: "Lc7
Netherlands," 8 G -18973~113)

caorandum Prohhtoss
al Attache Opera

 (26) BURTAU DISSEH JATI H OF COWTTRINTE LLIG HCE.

-

lk“G*WATLCH Tﬁ TORIICE S:RVICﬂS ~ 1862

" ¢ By lerte* dated Novenbcr 7, 1962, CIA raised
questions concerning the propriety o: Burcau digsemination
of aountexln»c’llwcnce information to foreign intelligence
services. CIA, at that time, had particular refercnce to
inforpition which our Legal Attache had transmitted to the
ntelligence Service concerning KGB operations, CIA
ook the qulilon that ersuant to the coordinating

- 17 -

of 1958 we g*v» censideration to
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-~ - Directive, the Burcau was oblz; ated to coordlpﬂtc w1th
' CIA prior to such dlwsexlgaﬁion The part quiqr data
had enancsted from cae of cur sensiti PENENR souyces
4 o We resyp ided to CIA- by the
information was ihe product of.an intorual seeurity
_operdtloq and did not reiate to any operational acti v*ty
abroad, CIA again surrendered. The “"enuy could argu
C that it was regponsible for fol lcw;\.nh Soviet matiers
[N with the ntelligence Service and that we had an
obligation ox cooxrdinating with the dAgency. (He?O”"Hd'ﬂ
: Br~n1~ﬂn te fHullivan, Kovember Y, 1962, re: ¥

(27) "TUS INVISIBLIS GOVERRE
DAVII WI8Z AXD TH

{ENT,"A BCOK AUTHORID BY

G?“C‘ I& L‘S

~ In ﬁhg st, 19063, we received information indi-
catlng that VWise a: d Ross were in the process of gathering
material for a bock periaining to activities of U, S,
intnllicannn’ nn,.wifﬂmﬁw Pnath Ramea and Wigae caontactad

- the Bureau. It was rec omngrd“a that liaison orally advige
~ CIA that these two individuals were preparing a book cone
: cerning U. S, intelligen mé agenc,ca. Th¢ DBircctor noted
"I see no resa son doing so.' ‘

. It is not kaown if CIA was aware of the contact
with the Burecau. Wise and Ross subsequently published the
book which contained extremely derogatory information '
concerning CIA (}{femorandun Jones to De Loach, re: "David

H*-

Wise of the hev Yorik Heraid Tribune' and Thomas Ross of
the "Chlcugo Sun llme")

(28)_CON“)2 oT ACTIV TIDS -~ AFRICA

. .- In April, 1260, CIA inquirod if the Bureau would
‘give any consideraticn te ausisting the Agency toward
" developing covgvﬁge in Africa., CIA was looking tor the
services of any Negro_infornQAt who might be available,
‘The Agency also inquired about placing a Negro in the
Comnunist Party, USA, under a plhn which would have as
an eventual objective, the sending of the iniormant to

..13..
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In tlv Same month .CIA inquired if the Bureau. .
\QULU rﬁjfi*hliLh uran surveillanco coverage on

? who CIA lb was a key figure in th
,sci,,' fﬂc intelligence, da“a to. . ti .
igence guer”“:ﬁgnO declined to rela*t Lute

'-the covawue. :CIA- considered the matter important boecnuse-

reyon
s

of its relationsliip to the[ﬁxaeu“t Crisis ulﬂg)

, On October 21, 19269, we told CIA that future
requests from Cia for techniezl surveillance covoerage -
should be transmitted by the Agency dirvectily to the
Attorney General, .

CIA has never mode any official comment or
protest but it has considered the aforc-mentioned action
by the Bureau as unfriendly and uncoonerative. The Agency
has leooked to the Burcnu

of adequately detcrmining if s uch coverage is even feasible,

AR AW L ) N ] A-vohovﬂ b e o Ll e I
[EESCIE WA S SP S FEYS PR V3 S dy A 2tieied

: o The Lialoox ﬁz‘n+ rucnlls Lruﬂm,nt of oth:
situaticns or couiflicts which occureu over the years uand

which remulxuu in the voicingof CIA dxsw$0ﬁau re or criticicm,.-

The Agent canunot recall the “ﬂmas of the cases which is
necessary to 2cquire the reguired data, There was one
instaonce corly in the 1880's vhich 1nvolvod information
received from a source of unknown relinbility charging
Allen Dulies with having been a cemmunici and 2 spy while
in Zurepc, Ve disseminated the information to several
agencies, Dulles exploded but never ledged a protest.

_ The Agent also has recollection of instances when
CIA.alleged that its Ou”C“ or informant was ceomnromised by
Bureau revelation .of CI4 informziion during the ceourse of
interviews conducted by us. Techuically, this would be a
‘violaticn of the third agency rule and, if CIA had hard
core facts, we would be vulnerable, particularly if an

~ important informant was lost. = CIA never made any official

issue or protest,

- 24 -
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1. ATTACIS .0AINST BURTAU ('ENICO CITY AND FRANCE - 19

L O

|94
o}
~r

Althourh Azent Panich»did‘not borin nuvdllwﬂ Li
with CI.. until 1952,41t is important to reicr to hignly
ficuat differonces with CIA vwhich . culminated in a gcficu
conflict ia t;c Fall of 1933, Our Lemxal Attachies in Lexico City

ol
and Lsrfa renorted that CIA representatives viere attocking the
. Burecau were endcavorlng to piace us in an uniavorable ligat,

were q& stioninz our juricdiction, and were naing disparaging
remarks coucerning the Bureau, Scme of this wis sumacd up by
charactericinT it as covert hostility within CIs, stemming
“largeliy Iron alagruntled former cmiplcyees of the ¥FBI,

In Qctober, 1951, General Walter Bedd 11 gmiith, then
Director of CIi, asked to mect with the Dircctor and other
Bureau represcatatives for the purpose of discussing the
exigtint difisrences. General 3wmith denied that there was any
covert hostilitv *qa1v~* the Buresu and maintained that thcre
was & geine 2l fezgling of roszpeect for 5. He wcmlttca that
there nad bee is late¢ instancoes of friction for which CIA
.must accept its share of resnoasibility.

It is my recollection that the Director and other
Burensu officinis did meet with Ceneral Smith, at which time
guidelines were sct forth for maintaining future relations
between the tvo sagencics., I was not able to
of record covaring this meeting. '

v
L e

find » mcnwra"ovm

2. PRESDLYTIUG CF EBURDAU PRRECYWIIDL BY CIA

dhibe st aval

The. Avcnt clearly recalls that carly in the 1850's
2 encountered difficultics with CIA becouse the Agency allejizedly
was rcocruaitine Buren u~c*n oyed personnel. Ve vigorously pro-
tested,and subsequently he &"ency advisced that it would follow
a policy of nug wvipz any contret with o Bureau employee until
the individual had bven separated from the Bureau for a pericd
of at least thirty danys. Lhe Arent could not locate the vock-
\ - oground of this r1ttor in the {filcs reviewed by him, - It is pos-

‘u

sible that the nertinent informntion lies in the pcrfonnel file
of somec former Bureau Agent.,

KP ks
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» »_ s .j-'éatt-i b‘:ll,\”'.:. 51{1; z:’:? - N

of protest was sent 2ot ts of tiu -
S pefde Lot TOohEnE Y Ee e pida®refere ch Lo ‘ '

politicadl auvyvium wLicn was beinr con red for coxtn

sailors vwho had bPeen'scized by the Chinese Hationalist Government.

General Dotte diszominated 2 memorandum indicating that nembers

of the Cop*ittﬂa had agreed that in view of commitments nmade

by the Unitcd States and Chincse officials, that failure to

arranje re-entry for the Polish geamen would have ai adverse

effect on the all United States Defector Prozran Vie

emphasized to al Petts that this matter had never been

officinlly preaoas before the Defector Committes. He was

informed that hi ticn was not conducive to mutus 1 cooperation,

L UNITIED STATES - DISCUSSION
nf’Z! 1(..":)\)

» On Sey 9 the Liaigsen Agent met with
Allen DLll‘a. at ahlc twwe the CIi Dircotor's attention was
referred O o patiter which had not vet davelecped into 2 serious
situaticon but if not 1¢03~~1" folloved could lead to conflicts
between the two agenciocs, Duljc wag referred to the contacts
of alieng in the Unitsa 81 ade by CIA perszonnel without
e 5 ¥

earance from the Bureau, The
wag clear~cut and pursuant to an
5 uvuorwhdum Roach to Belwont
th CI&")

T th
require:;nt fcr such

Septembcr 28, 1955,'“i,

2. CXA ““O.C" C7 A HATIGHAL ACﬁ?,"Y GR ADF“‘ (1955)

In November, 1985, an incident arese when CIA approached
2 National Aco dev “f;&uitﬁ to utilize his ae“viceggép Guatemals
This appronch vas made while the graduate was attending Noationnl
Academy clesses, A protest was made to key CYXA officinls for
not having GV1v°a us prior to establishing contact with the

Acadeny graduote, (le:

10, =@,

In Decowbev 1835, we received information i. ulc“thQ

that Ci& wes in cqnywci with an indivicdual whom the Burcau was
develch 23

et r utilization in & double agent opﬁrwtion. e

1 CIL representatives had established contact with
and had given him sonme advice hnc guidance w1thcut
heckisyy with the Burcsu, We protested to CIX

SECRET
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'“voula b i““nxﬁh?“-“”'ugmticwhi
. . becone 1ﬁv0”*c% in any gudch aryange
i ¥ othateas GTA O : shod-rean: & ey
described mig Ve v
handling of

ter.dete;mluud

- 2 hod chh in i ey @

hnsh:n"ton D, Cs Ve further nEcertain VIAE &

CIA employee. Ve were informed by CI- ‘ G, that
the Agency hs indorne fion iyt orted
contacts withy ‘e latow and

it was 4 ; fa Xoks

a CrA ial concerning hiz meeti 1i
Aut“caéig ‘e nrotested and CIs subm Tel Loy

(M 30 PR Belmont to Doardman July ViR S

State
eg allegedly

o

§icinl to the effect that a CIA eupl
hao

In July, 3GCG, 2 statement was made by &
2 | f \},
ad advised thot the subject, ¥ Soviet agen sag be

i :ing poeve
nittcd to enter the United SinTes so that his actlivities
coyld be covered and so that the Bureazu would be in a positio
to promote a defection, - The Durctu was not in pozssession of
any informoiion indicating that we hod sanciioned the entry
of the subject tor the purpose described above, The ut&ﬁ,
Department officinl wos unable to recall the name cf the CIA
employee involived; inguiry at CIi wos negative, Ve were ro*

-+

S
11
in a position to identi
"

tify the CILA eﬁrloy 20 without conduciting
1nvc ti “atxon Hmthin the figenc tbc hwc 1CY C(li‘g

17,

By letter dated November 8, 1256, we strongly pro-
"tested to CIA becanuse reop cacntait*es of thot Agency had inter-
viewed an alien in the U ited States without first obtaining
clearance frow the Bure It should be noted tuat there was
vell-establishead ﬂ;~ceﬂpnt vhereby it was incumident upon
CCIiA to first check with the Bureau beiore intorvic*L“v any
.., 2alien in the United States. (Letter to CIA November &, 1656
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.the subject bezcluse of
1

.

[

agsecittion
cUnits ?'ﬂutimns j
wussiafwhere he VWag contacred by
iiwnd given.a letter 11913&¢1,f'
in the DGy and thaot he was _
the United States, Vhen u&mmgr )
we. pernitied CIA to interview

gency'ts foreion-intelligence inter-
ests, Ve gsubsequent nterx:*““acgawmer, at wirich time he
informed us that he had besn cautionzd by CIA not to furnish
pe“tjnvvf information to the Bureau, Cln denied that any such
atement was mode, (Edztéarrell Patricl: Hammer)

tha 1Y hb
interested 3 b
returned to-the Ur

¢ o T - T Swg AP R AN Ty e
18, CIA REQUEST FOR INYQOHHATION COI‘BQUY?G A HIGH-SPELD CAHERA-

1987

Ciia was not :'ane

—a

ice furnished infcrmation
T in_Ca1 LLornin to fure
.‘-LJ-..L .LU.‘. d).{;,’:l .LH(AU.J.{JL. Cis

. -

. The San Francig co 0
indicating thot CIA had reaue
LLlwiy biral /~:,a,un,.y 3 '1,..UU“LL..UL1 Tegnl ALy

o
;L,.
(O]

’.—

Fd

Q‘.

.

Cpertaining to. n;“quﬁrﬁﬁﬁ C“””T“ manufactured by the comnpany,

The muatter was ve wantea to be certain that

5Bty Gu?'jur sdiction, VWe did not develop
evidence that CIa had overstepwed its Jurisdiction The BDiresctor
Gid make & notation; "O,H., but it does seem to me we-give Cia

& protity wide authority to eVplore such o field, H"

(Herorandunm  Belmont to Boardman April 10, 1987, “Flov of
Inteliigence Informntion to Soviets ana atelYit 5 thyrough

£
So=Called Channels')

On May 23, 1957, CIA adviged that one of its renre~
sentatives in the field h"“ intervieved the cépticned CSEE®
alien who had agveed 1o cocperate with the Agency after he
returned to AT T | CIu condueted this interview without
first obiaining clearance from, the Bureau. Such c1oarunpe WS
necczZsary pur'nani to &n kstabll shed &greexhnt
proiast was made to tle Agenc (Re:
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21.WCIA REQUESY ”C" QuUR T 1 CCLOMBIAN INTELLIGERCE SERVICE

RﬁPRES hTATTV S -~ 1907 -

lCo10“mi anf officicis wh
.
(&

formed if the Durezu could cond

n'Julv, 1957, CIA recuested . a tour for ceveral:
(&

e wvere coming to this country under CIA

invitation CIA was toid that no tours woulkd be piven to the
CO]OHbi“Hnﬁg yecause in the past a Colomb1§gﬁﬁhoa:saoor hag
oS 1IQCE

rossly insulted the Durcau aiter we ha

aested the
amb‘..a,,uca;“'s chauffcur on White Slave Traffic Act cha rge.@

If we so desired, we could give congi’cration to

accusing CIA of tryving to impose upon us individunls whonm we

considered undenirable in light of thoe foreq
(Memorandun Juiy 15 S57, Noach to Belmont
of Colombion Intelligence Servicel- Deguest
by czA")(§§>_ : 5)

;g.
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M
‘N "i

Tor RBureau Tour

REQUEST ¥
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sy

T¥ BURVEY OF COUNCIL O FOREIGH

A W
K C?T‘ - 1057

22,

o On No"eMbmr 156 195?,
tacted by the logal Cid r Presen
e ecuy vity survey of the

prenices of the Council on © § aticons which _wvere ‘loca
across the streest from = b% ixnﬁ oceupiad by th@f?ovzet -

(’)
‘Df
e
]
-

r

United Nations Delegation, Tn; CIA representative indicate”

that his visit tc cur cffice was pursuant to instructions

"Representatives

cur Hew York Cffice was con-
cative :ho degired to be in-

<

ted

received freom Allen Dulles whopallesedly was concerned about’

of ihdeOVI' fstablishing coverage of

conversations ra ‘digcusgzions mklch might be held at the Council

It should be nqncd that the Council included as menbers many
 well=known personzlities, including oifficials of the United

States CGovermment, Uq

Purzuant to insuructlonn, Allen I ul ¢s was informed

on Novermber 18, 1937, that we did not like the approach used

by CIA in that such 2 sensitive matter had been taken up at
the field level rather than through Bureau leadquarters.,
(Mengrandum Roac

on Foreign Relations') )
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In Oc Ler, 1987, we received’i
ind;c ting tho w[:ollsA ;cientist then v
‘States miuht delec WeTfollowed developn
.and. we kept.CiA advisad, .. The Agéney was X
1tu¢Lhon ana poaviticularly bknow that we were in coﬁ-hcb
received information indicating
ploye 25t Wolauhou cont"ct witiy

information concerning ué;)
waa nade to CIA for va
‘bearing in » nd

"«
bavu 'non“rdxxeq

propf“lv
- that the
2 Buveou

24;

y Jetter d
pr0uust ko CIA choxpgid
subject ,caomani§§]L
cesary clearance iFYor

TIYGETY S A
LS A Y S L5

2&-’.

n

On Ap 23, 1858, we received information indicating
that a CIA empni allegedly had representcd herself as being
‘ ﬂw1th {ho FBY wh he tried to avrryange an interview with
: EEEEnd , o ficial of the Internationzl Ass ciatlon of
S Via ngton, D, C., EEEEE gave a signoed.statement
ln vw% ol 1ad that he had veceived a phone cuall from a
Mics REssl she was with the FBI. Json checking with
Cii, ve were inforned that Hiss ; nied that she had made
" such representation, L G selmont Apr¢ 25,

P
- 1858, ”Ulﬂnown Sukjec

26,

: By letter QgLC v 12, 1838, the Bureau protested

to Cia for interviewing n alien in the Detroit area without

first obtaining the necesseyry clearance from the Bureau, ”
%uch clony: 5 nRcCsnnry nurkunt to established agrecment,
Re: : B '
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, - - The . Leonl ﬁﬁtgg;sg,wonn, advised by leticer
June 1 1853, that he had been av4t v to visitGen
+ Gehler ;kne hewd of thefitest~German Intelligence r3em
beean® avware of this invitation, and an Ageucy roepre
informed our Legal Attoche thaet 1% was not desired €
Lezat vigitl with([Gehlcn, )Gvr Legat was ins tvxctca b
to accept tiie invitation regardless of the CIiA pogition,

Ve coulgd evalunte thée CIA position in this mnite”‘as
being uncocperative, (Memoruondum Roach to Belmont June 17
12588, "Relations with CIA') '

31. CIA rwreanot 1 fcnrumes A;,.T'a.ms@

_ In June, 1983, w o the question concerning
CIAfg foilure Jo adherg to ¢ sroement relating to CIA's £§; v
recrultnment of Chzne::ialiens in the United States for over
goag i Letlicon tiong Under the amreement., CIA vas
rot to apnreoach A izn without first chocking with<§;>
us. 4 situaticn ¢ sed In Illincis indicating that CIA
-allege%ly hod bccrve 1h:crh“ted in recruiting an alien and
even took seme cetion without fivst checking with us. Ve
expressed our GAsu)““ovwl in 2 letter to CIA June 12, 1838.
(Memorandun Helmont to Boarduan June 9, 1883, "Recr uitment(??)
off ChinesejAliens in the United States {or Overseas .

Infeliigence Onerations')

[p ] & Wiy v 5 jaa i P e Bolknl ] it fuy A YTV ad Al TRILRTNYT Y
32, Cia Sak CJ‘“L'Q, CRITICISM OF "MABTERS QF DuCEIT

Our Legal Attache, Tokyo, obtained a copy of A meio-
randum sent to an officiul-in our_ Embagsy in Tokyo by (EREDERE
Chicf of the CIA Office in Japzn, | In hig communication
ters of Deceit' as an anticemmunist

elittled the vilue of ””95 3

weapon in foreign countries. He claimed that the book npertoined
only to the Communist Party, USA, which he characterized as a
small, ineffcctive, {rdection-ridden oraon nization. He stiated

that ' @ author of tlhe boolr was not an intellectual but rather
a policeman. (Memorandum Roach to Belmont June 12 and 24, 1938,
"Macters of Deceit.') ' :
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Cand velunto. od His ”LerPCu.
“a gource by CIA and had been- ,
the Agency, In o lette ; % va told CiA
that in the caze of Eﬁ% felt thaﬁ thc Agency should
have notified us at an eariicr date in order that we could ,
have considered cxplgitation for interncl segurit: ;-. pratora o
at the outzet. (Re: Ell&O’lvul‘)ﬁl Activities 100““ 4&)? ) .

34 J/nzc 1AL GOLTIINVEKT

levelopedias =~
afcernmation to

_|rv<'

4

-

“y
Service, dzfect 2 > i axiremneldly
vaivable informoiion, Th #5 of this c@ge.ihcluce>
'lnt(“”?ujOP raising quest ~erning CIA cooper ilon.
In June, 1953, we developed_in? tio indicaﬁizg _ o

forma
that CIA Hay have opened a letter 1n£iyxtucrl“nt thich hac o !
bheen addressed to the Director by an individual who h o
identified himself asfbDr. Heinrich Schutzep®) The vwriter further
indicated that he might connacted with the P011ﬁé3&ntcilvgbnc
Sevvice., The lcttﬂv cen placed ‘

envelowne which, up in the office o
inited States Ambaossdor tzeriand S MNe subseguentld
cedtved & copy of the parti cc.munwcatlon from CI4, R
and tho contents were sucihh 2 cime that no action was
reguired by the Burecau. Ve 4 for particulwrs.lenc*Lw
to the allegzed opening of the lettor which had been addressed

to the Diroctor. CIA cloime
letter. Ve were copfidentinll
sentative that the (Apbassadod?lad onened the letter and then

referved the matter to CIla, ®The contents were such thuat inves- S
tigative action of an extensive nature was required by CIA ;
“in BEurope. Vhat actually happengd at the United States Embassy
is somcthi ng we may ncver xrux..tgiichal Golenicwski - 65-85192

:t it hod not opened the
infoxrmed by an Agency repre-
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LHIEN

¢ that (PounanPoas \D“kl;
~Submoeguently, CIli developad
Tt RousaiPlas a key figure in a

closzaly e [Houy
znform“tvo indicating

evoluticravry plot, the cbjective™of which was to u“oztarcw
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alutionary aetivity
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vernmant The X
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spot and that he needed nropd !
ity., CIA asl we vould nor
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ECecording to he

Hu351en!cou;d he Convineed., <§$>-

On July 18, 1&:
the Durenu rﬁnthvc‘" wonld : . Do 58 < :
of tho recoradinZf®) We maintained 1t i1 we granted Such
permission, our® othev(fcoverage of-

nsitive -auyﬂlcnuld
‘he SGXlOUbly LrU“V1lcm. ') : 3)

TCAL SURVEILLANCE COVERAGH (;Si>
C N r“quov éd the ‘xnﬂv foigg
)

2’

e}

(394

b:‘tssy and the Fevptisg Ailr i%c‘m~35)
3 a
i,

the only way |[King

On July 23, 1258, Allen Dulles asked if the Bureau
wouTg roconsider its position in view of the critical situntion

infthe Middle East ) Purzuant {to instructions, CIA was then

tole thot in viewwof the position in which the Bureau had boen

placed, we ncceded to Dulles' request. CIA was further told
that we were seriously considering the ftermination of 2all of
our technical surveillanceSPbecausze we Gid not intend to be
placed in such a position In the foture.

On July 22, 1058, Dulles told thorLiaiswn Agent

.that he was very much disturbed over the Divector's reaction

He stated that he Aan‘DOL interested in- hold1n~ a pistol tg
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cating wheth be’ u%ed,
reconnendaed
e ‘purnose ot s to B
The Dl?“”co“‘“ notation” ™A,
and B, i Moelets o whskd > ting Ton it, Ve,
.. C oprobibiv heav of any dotaiis column,
The sirvong ponition we toolt
dwﬁ?omznutnqn of i tive iunformation to
h »;O’Clum-hb wos full ; (PLWﬁrlnau KEoach . to I
“dated July 00;'1J nRédﬁ:x for :DO}h;S"lOﬁ to
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© - In 1253, TA officially infermed us that it wos
ensaged in. a progran i invupt ovaerpll communist

’chC%
O lve
reﬁidfnp
fi)rui.;r‘;-'.:;x SOME buVe o Lie red

to the Unitod CIa denied that it was
operation = _ desimned to ocust Americ
In September, 19588, we werce informed that the
rad embarized on a strong anticomnmunist program
Americ ns were ordered depovited. Ve checlied

Azency's chief in lMexice City clairn ed that his
ipvolved, S

&l

The,u¢a1 son A
conficential has

VELE to iny o?ea

TrsuL Lo Wi oL

ont subsequently was
that the American
3
KA

strictly
heen

: including
fn dcuncn _ Thg'lm;Lcmhnt {ion of
i St
enzaced in
an comnmuni
Hexicon Cz"‘vnment

with

Am;nssauov
n

thisa

ComumU LY s
any
3t3.

ERd &)

and certain
CIia and the
Acency was uot

informed on

in contact with cert Hexican officinls Poacer"* I
possible anticommunist & itiesg The Ambassador had onﬂultod

with the loccal CIA chief ted for a
considerad as ortable,
reportedly furnished a list of ﬁpm“oximately 4
~ s 11l
Mexico City, Relationship wi

®
Office, th Lnmbassy

38.

asure to CI
thorized in.
izen who wvas
Romanianir
tereatod in
nctunl dcf retion .

We expressed our disple
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se of that Agency's AU
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IQSSéabec 10s chot
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estad in oveLO“ing positive _intell

Totisr ds tcc‘ ‘Séptenber 16, 19 o‘) .us
and he-ovwds told “that - the 'Buteny: \.:‘S

-alsosont. 2 %
a.lin beeause he had failed to mnhc_ any. objecction,

disnppoiﬁte

d i

Bo “therdtticle d@ndhad "ot alekteld "Us. conccrniiy ‘the impending”
,attuC§v1”qin%T the Bureau, (lemerandun rrohwo'P to Selnont,
1858, "Allen Dulles: | Amsricn's Global: hcrlock, oo oo

rdugust, 2
'Txuw{'m-~a7‘1~‘ Septenbel, -l?bﬂ”‘ﬂ“no Memerandum. rohbos e o

Beluont, Septembor 4, 1859, "Allen Du les')

"45.* ACTIVITIES OF COMNTACTS T)TVI.‘IT w0 CTA - 1¢ 3@>LU)

, - We received information in September s 1888, that

the Contacts Division of CIA had beld int erv;evs with Amcrican
bUSjn”q“an in the Beston area, whicgly dealt with meetings hetween
the businessnen and visiting Sovﬂttiﬁg)Q*a rugortcd1v yas intoer-
gence 1niormuulon;{but it .

o happened thag,one of the [SovietsPas involved in afdoublce
agent oparathzﬁgeing handlea by the Burgpu. The Bureau alrcady
had notified CIA of our interest in the Eovicxt.fj By lettern(s
dﬂtog SCpLQNDCf 29 195“,'&0 voicod our ob30<L101

v
~ A

e

co the m&iner
] 200 ent

L TRANDTISHK TISLER BEFORE THE - ’
AICAN ACTIVITIES (HMCUA)Y ~ 1859

: On November 6, 1959, information was received
indicating that HCUA was intevested in obtaining Colonel Frantisek

Tisler, a Czech defector, to testify before the Committee., MNCUA

adviscd-us that it had contacted the State Department who, in
turu, had conferred with CiA, Allen Dulles all egedly informed

HCUA that Tisler was agreeable to appearing hefore the Commitic
and that he would be made available pursuant to certain QUCQLLuy
instructions. )

The Director asled whether or not CIA had authority -
to make a defector availoble to a congressional comul‘*"c without
first checking with other interested agencies. The Director wus
infermec that CIA did not have such authority because a National
Security Council direciive made it very clear that this could not
be done without processing the matter through the Inter-Agency
Defector Committee, In this particular case the aforementioned
Committee had not called a mcct:nﬁ, but the chaivman, a CIA
of{icinl, had made certain phone calls, . A Burcau ropxeseniative
was contucted by phone on Hovember 6, 1959, but ot that time wo
had not formulated a position., Allen bul’e alloegedly contacted
the chairman of the Committee and was told that the Commiticc
had no chjection to makinr Tisler available.
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On
Company, Carac
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and the IBI.
five years ago fov Lhc oteTa

to Allen Dulles on. Apr+il 2
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:h&t thie should have retired
G-oi all concerncd. A protest was made
0, 1850 to
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CIA offici:
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Thi=s matter was called to the attention of Allen
‘Dulles and on Apyil 20, 1860, Dullces informed the Liaison Apent

that ha Hod conducted an inguiry, had revicved n tape recovding
of BEEER tok, and was satisfied AR had not made the 7
statement attributed Lo him,

The akove _is being cited in the event we desive (o
disputce the pozition taken by Dulies, If the GV1dence clonvly
established that 4 3 had made such a statement, we could v
the infernation to support o position thnt we would have lween
warranted in beoing most civeoumspecet with o anduam
Frohbose to Belmont, April 21, 1960, §

49, ALLZGOD INSTALLATICN OF MICRCPHOWLS OK U.8,
COPRTNISES ARROSD BY CYA o

A Stote Depaviment represcentative inforned the ﬂuff_n

that a mlvToiﬂOWC had been found in the U.S. Embasgsy, hexie ¢ Poyg
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. Attaches instructing {hen to e on the technical
instollntions which ms;r‘5¢;3<{,}JUAa‘ﬂlf)b*rwrz-on . (lemorandun
L'Allior to Belmont, oy 2,7 1000, ”1nkt“l] tion of Microphones
on U.2, Prenises Abrond by CIA™)
50.
Ve ved informa .oz that thoe subject/f
formerRCuban ¥ Lig o subject ol a Bu“enu
ivvestipation’, LanncdRio York City
pornitied o JIA < Ry csubioot
o to ovient himo s 1t omaxinun o sandn effect would
throurh [h IS i P ‘o told that the C
sentativ How wd e itnstructed by his
to tell Lhe subjocy Lﬂn' e would not be prosecutcd
Government., We complainced to CIA buxo“‘1w" thnt the
haod no power or asuthori "~,f to promise the subject im ,.Lm
{leworendunm L'Allicy to 1 "iOhﬁ, Septenber 80, 1uw0
H) .
51,
tios [ e e, a CIA nmoloyee, obhtained &
; SeCret in t Difice off thoyh 3
| b intions, IPrioy to receivingy tiis JOJ,
! reau, The Lio Ament subscauently lenrned thot
! informedf the § that she wos leaving her joby,
1 B incuircd if she could recommend somebody e}au.
! the name of wnother CIA employece, Hiss @ 5
| The Liaison Azent informed CIA that the Agency wns
out of 1¢no by not Lirst checelzing with the Dureau before recome—
“mending ¥ T Q¥ Lhic M EEEEE, thoet the Burcau was intevestod
in ucvoloplnd intelliTence infovmation which might Le useful
. to the U.S., Governnenit; and that, in this 1natnnce, CIA was
E ohstrucilng onnr"tlul' by not ﬂppl}k“iﬁ*ol" cecyrdinating with
¢ > Buvroeon soyandun L'A1lder to Delwont, OCLObdl 51, 16260
‘f ' (W SECRET
- 16 -

HW 50953

DocId:321691380

Page 33

Rt T



7 . N . TS T T T T T

. R . ) - ‘. .. , ;’ SIS
b . + . o . . .. .
S e S[CRET $

. . ® ) . -
' . e A \

N ¢ & .
3 v 5 PP C IA I}L.‘? L‘: T i’ » . 2 o »
) A I_) . vn_) ..
; LT « - N ., -y

adson. Qgpgﬁ.:onrncteq;_v__ o
:;:tOQOQtaiD-BﬂLC v cleavance.
lligence Boaid docv”nnt
nt. s;r,rcm od the sengis
ion Dullds  requested one. of TisT
recadure to prevent a recurreuce
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. S RO
Mayroh 30, 1861,

. - Allen ’Jul1 s conceraing. i

~for use of our information in a U
- Vo, lnown. Yunage bids hen, oy R
: ti\”‘t” ()f the bBur:
subordin '

l : of such
E3 -

B3, vspY u.s." PAVEL MONAT . .
In July, 1861, our Chicage Qffice received 3;11€V
proois of the book "Svy in the U.S.," written by Pawel lonat.
A review of theso pr'ofs dis ced several references wihich
portrayed our counteresnion apabilities in an unfavorable
light., ; CIA was ifor wﬂﬂ&u and for any writing
which he perio: R senssed with Cla, 1t
tuirned out tnab CIA ollﬂv1n~ the preparaticn of
the boolk. We were told that steps would he taken to protect
Purenn dintevest . The bublishers bhud indicnted t6 iln that they
would c'“w‘"'““"‘:: on chia S5, vl some changes were made,
the bhook still came out wilbh some 1ngcrw%tioo which was not.
entirely favorable teo tha Bureau., (Pavel konat, Burcau file
105-40510)
:
54, CONFLICT WITH LEGAL ATTAC] ";E MEXICO CT"‘Y—*- 1661 (X .“’3
1 - Cn Octobher 6, 1951, our Lepnl Attac! lexico (,1"*;3%)
received information inc1CLt1rr that the‘@vaml }wl ssi};n that
city wos planning to protest harassment of its personnel by U.575
Intelligence. The Legal Atiache was told by th:*igy“x CIA office s@cu
that the Agency was not involws rcl. Cn October 12, 19061, the
same CIA off ‘u'chnngediis position and sdmitted rhat CIA had R
been involved to a certain extent., The Liaison Agent objected - '
to these toctics. It wos dnportast to him to know he facts .
so he could be guided accordinegiy., (Memovandumpl'Allic: to
‘Sullivan, Octobker 18, 2851, {{Czecchoslovaikian Diplomatic
Acuv.‘;‘.c% Mexic w) -
55, CIA TRCINICAL SURTUILLANCE ACTIVITY IN THE UKITED STATED -~
When he defected in Decenbe T, 16061,
furnished in. smotion concerning alleged penetyation
intelligence. Inguiries and review conducted by CIA
. Apency sunsoe ‘3d thaot a CIA intelligence officer, &
EER was o logical suspoet, Ve confevrod with CIA and on el : ;
e 1962, we advised the Agency that we would talke over the 1n»\<ti—
: gation. ’ézz£ \ : o
, o ~ SEGRET |
e . _ ()O _ .
S S e T o S S — e et T T l%‘i-‘"“"*rj”
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in Scﬁ?cmDO“, 1986, we developed information indicating
that copies of I'BI aecuments Lgu been passed to- Sepator RBivd by
‘CIA. The matter was u*UC‘ Bcu with the Director of C”h and the
Agoncy 51un?; 1 ' ; '”1 investioads shed
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21, 1906, "Leak of FHI Documenis
Soenntor ;¢ﬂwv“t C. Byrd")

proicstcu to CIA in nnect
4wn ! ﬁ-maft@r alating to U omutud terest in. chemis*

s 3 S Gt
int Olwi?ehcﬁ v
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withou 1
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fielid of WEER e {
ﬁL ion indicating 1hat - Cia officey
compromiscd our relutlonshlp withf tha
the mattery withh the president of the
livan to Leloach, NMarch 15, 1987,

“the purpose

In July, 1867, we protested te CIA in a case where

the fzency allegedly had failed to report to us concerning a
communication which 2 Cuban exile, residing in the United States,
had received Trom the Cuban Inicll1g¢MCO Scrvice., 'The-p4111<v‘“*
communication hatl instrucicd the exile to inititie preporati 5
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